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S  P  E  E  C  E 


OF 


HOK  WILLIAM  T.  AVERY 


OF    TElSnsrESSEK, 


IN  REPLY  TO 


llOxX.  EMERSON  ETIIEIUDGE. 


DELIVERED    IN    THE    HOUSE    OF    REPRESENTATIVES,    JANUARY    31,    1861. 


The  House  having  under  eonaideration  the  report  from  the  select  committee  of 
thirty-three — Mr.  AVERY  said: 

Mr.  Speaker  :  I  had  not  intended  to  say  one  word  dni'ing  tlie  whole  course  of 
this  debate,  conscious,  as  I  was,  that  the  period  for  profitable  discussion  and  argu- 
ment on  the  pai't  of  the  Representatives  of  the  people  of  the  South  had  [tassed,  and 
the  time  for  action  had  come;  nor  would  I  have  violated  that  determination,  did  I 
not  deem  it  a  duty  that  I  owe  to  mj'self,  to  mj^  constituency,  and  to  my  State,  to 
vindicate  them  from  the  false  opinions  that  this  House  and  the  country  might  en- 
tertain concerning  their  position  in  the  present  crisis  of  the  Union,  judging  from 
some  of  the  speeches  which  have  been  made  upon  this  floor  by  those  who  claim  to 
represent  the  senliments  of  that  people  and  that  State.  I  wish  to  set  ray  State  right 
in  this  perilous  controversy;  and  in  doing  so,  to  reply  to  the  extraordinary,  and,  I 
may  say,  unnatural  speech  made  the  other  day  by  my  colleague  from  the  ninth  con- 
gressional district  of  Tennessee,  (Mr.  Etiieridge.)  An  official  report  of  that  speech 
having  not  yet  appeared  in  the  Globe,  the  official  organ  of  this  House,  I  am  indebt- 
ed to  mj'  colleague,  to  whom  1  applied  this  morning,  for  a  copy  in  pamphlet  form, 
at  the  same  time  stating  to  him  that  I  expected  to  reply  to  it  this  evening,  and  de- 
sired Ills  presence.  1  regret  very,  much  not  to  see  him  iu  his  seat.  The  New  York 
Tribune,  of  the  '24th  of  January — the  morning  after  my  colleague's  speech — con- 
tains the  following  complimentary  notice  of  it: 

"  The  able  ami  patriotic  speech  of  Mr.  Etiibridge,  fif  Tennessee,  iu  the  United  States  House  of 
Repr<'sentatives  yesterday,  was  worthy  of  his  high  reputation,  and  cannot  fail  lo  coiiimand  the  gene- 
ral atteiUiiin  of  the  couuiry.  He  presents  a  firm  and  inflexible  front  to  treason  in  any  shape,  and  is 
for  the  Union,  first  aud  last,  and  at  all  hazards." 

I  will  also  read  from  the  Cincinnati  Gazette,  another  Republican  organ,  a  still 
more  eulogistic  notice: 

"  Hon.  Emerson  ExnERiDrjE,  of  Tennessee,  made  a  speech  in  the  House  of  Representatives  yes- 
terday, which,  lor  boldness,  lor  power,  for  palriolism,  aud  for  eloquence,  has  not  been  excelled. 
The  position  of  this  man  of  the  South  is  in  strlkinfc  contrast  with  thut  of  the  drivelinp:  demaKogues 
who  pretended  to  represent  the  Democracy  of  Ohio  in  convention  at  Columbus  yesterday.  We  re- 
joice that  it  is  in  our  power  to  send  out  in  the  same  paper  a  report  of  the  speech  of  Mr.  Etheripge 
and  the  proceedings  of  the  Democratic  convention.  The  people  will  strike  the  difference  and  make 
ui>  the  verdict.  From  this  time  the  name  of  Hon.  Emerson  Etheridoe.  of  Tennessee,  will  be 
waruily  and  favorably  canvasstd  in  connection  with  Mr.  Lincoln's  Cabinet." 

I  have  said,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  extraordinary  and  unnatural  speech  of  my  col- 
league; and  I  think  that  I  am  warranted  in  thus  designating  a  speech  made  by  a 
Representative  of  a  siuithern  citnstituency  upon  this  iloor,  wliicli  is  thus  lauded  and 
applauded  by  the  chief  organs  of  the  Republican  party.     The  gentleman  began  by 
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eajing  that  if  lie  had  a  jury  of  good  and  lawful  rnen,  duly  impaneled,  sTvom,  and 
cliarged  to  try  the  issue  joined  between  the  Norlii  and  llie  South,  lie  would,  before 
that  impartial  tribunal,  submit  this  case  withont  argument,  confident  in  tlie  assur- 
ance that  he  would  recir-ive  a  speed}'  and  righteous  verdict. 

My  colleague  may  have  fancied  tliat  lie  was  engaged  in  liis  old  vocation,  defend- 
ing before  a  jury  the  ott'endnrs  of  the  law — pleatling  the  cause 'of  criminals  at  the 
bar  of  public  justice.  The  extract  from  the  Cincinnati  Gazette,  which  I  have  just 
read,  might  suggest  to  a  more  uncharitable  mind  than  mine  that  a  contingent  fee, 
in  the  shape  of  high  place  in  the  Cabinet  councils  of  Mr.  Lincoln,  sharpened  the  in- 
tellect and  4uickened  llie  ]iowers  of  his  defence.  But  I  will  not  be  thus  uncharita- 
Vjie.  1  will  say,  howevei-,  that,  in  my  judgment,  a  Ilepresentative  i  f  a  southern 
constituency,  born  and  nurtured  upon  southern  soil,  in  a  crisis  like  this,  is  far  for- 
getful of  his  State,  her  rights,  her  interests,  and  her  honor,  when  he  unbhishingly 
stands  forth,  cheered  on  b}-  them,  to  champion  the  cause  of  the  sworn  enemies  of 
his  section. 

The  leading  idea  in  my  colleague's  speech  is,  that  the  North  hag  been  guilty  of  no 
wrong  to  justify  the  "  extraui'diiuiry,  unpardonable,  and  indefensible"  action  on  the 
part  of  tile  people  of  the  South  ;  that  the  southern  mind  is  maddened  and  insane. 
And  yet,  he  wants  to  adjourn  this  question  over  to  this  mad  and  in?ane  populace. 
Who,  but  the  people,  in  their  sovereign  capacity,  have  moved  this  mighty  revolu- 
tion, even  to  the  dismemberment  of  the  Confederacy?  Is  it  possible  that  these 
States,  having  more  than  double  the  population  of  the  original  tliirteen,  are  all 
madly  driven  to  desperation  for  nothing^  Sir,  I  ask  again,  is  it  possible  tliat  the 
whole  body  of  the  South,  the  people  of  tifteen  sovereign  States,  are  madly  bent,  as 
my  colleague  says,  "ofi  believing  a  lie  that  they  may  be  damned?"  What  thought 
Mr.  Fillmore  about  this  thing — my  colleague's  "model  President?"  In  replying  to 
a  large  New  York  meeting,  informing  him  that  he  had  been  appointed  to  proceed  as 
embassador  to  intercede  with  the  South,  he  declined  going,  saying: 

"  Wliat  they  want,  (the  southern  people.)  and  what  I  want,  is  some  assurance  from  the  Kepubli- 
can  party,  now  (loniiiiant  at  the  North,  that  they,  or  at  least  the  conservative  portion  of  them,  are 
ready  and  willing  to  come  forward  and  repeal  all  iinconstitntional  slave  laws,  live  up  to  the  com- 
promises of  the  Constitution,  execute  the  laws  of  Congress  honestly  and  faithfully,  and  treat  our 
southern  brethren  as  friends.  •  When  I  can  have  any  such  reliable  assurance  as  this  to  give,  I  will 
go  most  clieerfully  and  urge  our  southern  brethren  to  follow  our  example,  and  restore  harmony  and 
fraternal  alfeetion  between  the  North  and  the  South. 

"  At  present,  our  labors  should  be  here.  Let  us  put  ourselves  right,  and  then  we  can,  with  more 
confidence  and  justice,  appeal  to  them." 

W^hv,  sir,  even  my  colleague  from  the  first  district  (Mr.  Nelson)  enumerates  a 
catalogue  of  causes  of  fear  which  we  justly  have  from  the  Republican  party;  "the 
greatest  of  which,"  to  use  his  own  language,  "  is  in  the  fact  that  prominent  members 
of  the  Republican  party  have  announced  the  doctrine  upon  the  floor  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  that  the  Supreme  Court,  as  now  constituted,  is  a  partisan  tribunal, 
and  are  doing  all  they  can  to  sap  the  public  confidence  in  the  greatest  judicial  tribu- 
nal ujK))!  earth." 

Sir,  every  single  resolution  which  has  been  passed  by  the  most  conservative  peo- 
ple of  the  South,  in  their  primaiy  assemblies,  large  and  small,  in  their  legislative 
bodies  everywhere,  pi'oclaim  that  there  have  been  aggressions;  that  there  have 
been  wrongs;  and  that  those  wrongs  and  aggressions  must  be  righted,  and  that 
speedily,  or  they  will  declare  themselves  absolved  from  all  allegiance  to  this  Gov- 
ernment. Is  it  to  be  expected  that  those  to  whom  con.iervative  men  all  over  the 
land  are  appealing  to  come  to  the  rescue  of  the  country  ;  they  alone  who  have 
perpetrated  the  wrong;  they  who  alone  can  remed}-  it — is  it  to  be  expected  that 
they  will  come  forward  and  remedy  those  wrongs,  when  a  Representative  of  south- 
ernconstituents  tells  them  there  have  been  none?  I  say,  that  every  solitary  reso- 
lution passed  by  the  people  of  the  South — I  mean  the  Union  people ;  I  mean  the 
most  conservative  people;  I  do  not  mean  the  disuuionists  or  fire-eaters,  but  those 
who  are  considered  of  the  most  compromising  school  of  southern  rights — has  declared 
that  there  are  wrongs,  and  that  those  wrongs  must  be  redressed.  That,  sir,  is  the 
sentiment  of  Tennessee. 

I  have  here  the  resolutions  recently  passed  by  the  Legislature  of  Tennessee  by  an 
\inprecedented  majority;  passed  with  only  six  dissenting  votes  in  the  House,  and  I 
believe  five  in  the  Senate.  That  body  of  one  hundred  members  came  fresh  from 
their  constituency.  Let  us  see  what  the  potential  voice  of  Tennessee  speaks  in  regard 
to  the  wrongs  of  the  people  of  Tennessee ;  and  what  they  say  must  be  put  into  the 
amended  Constitution,  or  they,  too,  will  fasten  upon  themselves  this  "unpardonable" 
tin  of  disunion.     Here  it  is: 


"  A.  lieclaralory  anicinliiii'iU  that  Atrii'aii  slaves,  as  ln'M  uikKt  tlic  iiisliliiliniis  of  ilic  sl.'iveliolilim; 
Stall's,  shall  bo  rt-i'ivi^nizid  as  propiTly.  ami  oii(i!lr<l  id  the  .■<f<if"x  of  oHmt  proj.criN  in  iht-  Stales 
when' slavery  cxisls  ;  in  all  plaees  wiiliiii  the  exi'lu^ive  jiirisclieliou  (if  Conirress  williiii  Ihe  slavB 
States:  ill  all  the  Terrilories  so\iih  ol' Ihiily-sjx  ileirrees  thirty  iiiiinites;  in  the  llistriet  nf  Coliimhia ; 
ill  Iraiisil  an!  whilst  temporarily  SDJ.iiiriiirKj;  wiiii  Ihe  owner  in  the  non  slavelioldiiiii  Mates  ami 
Ti-rniories  north  ol' tiiiriy-.'-ix  ile:rre<'s  ihirty  miiniles;  ami  when  fiiu-ilives  from  the  owner  in  the 
several  plaees  aliove  naiiieil,  as  well  as  in  all  places  in  Hie  exelusive  jurisdietion  of  Congress  in  the 
lion-slavehoMing  Stales. 

"That  ill  all  the  territory  now  owned,  or  which  may  lie  lu'realter  aecpiii-ed  by  the  United  States 
south  of  the  parallel  ot"  lhirt,\-six  decrees  thirty  luiniiles.  At'riean  slavery  shall  be  reeoi;nized  as  ex- 
isting:, and  be  i>rotected  by  all  deparlment.'i  ol  the  Federal  aii<l  territorial  KoverniTjenis;  and  in  all 
north  of  that  line,  now  owned  or  to  be  aeipiired.  it  shall  nol  be  reeo<;nizod  as  exislinir;  and  when- 
over  Slates  formed  out  of  any  of  said  territory  south  of  said  line,  liaviiifj  a  jiopulation  equal  to  that 
(>f  a  cbngressioual  distriet.  shall  apply  for  admission  into  Ihe  Union,  the  same  !.hall  be  admitlcd  as 
.slave  Slates;  w  liile  Stales  north  of  llie  line  formed  out  of  said  territory,  ami  having  a  population 
equal  to  I  eoc^ressional  district,  shall  be  admitted  without  slavery;  but  Ihe  States  formed  out  of 
said  territory,  north  and  south,  havincr  been  admilled  as  members  of  the  Union,  shall  have  all  the 
powers  over  the  institution  of  slavery  po8sesse<l  by  the  other  States  of  Ihe  Union. 

"  Ttiat  slave  prop'Tty  shall  be  rendered  secure  in  transit  throush,  or  while  temporarily  sojourning 
in  non-slaveholdint;  States  or  Territories,  or  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

"  An  amendment  to  the  etfeet  that  all  fu^iilives  are  to  be  deemeil  those  offendine  the  law.<  within 
the  jiirisdictiou  of  the  Stale,  and  who  escape  ibert-froni  to  other  Slates ;  and  that  it  is  the  duly  of  each 
Slate  to  suppress  armed  invasions  of  another  State." 

These  are  the  chief  points!  eontaineii  in  Ihe  resolutions  of  the  Legislature  of  Ten- 
nessee, wliieii  thev  present  as  the  ultiinattirn  of  that  Stale.  Do  not  tltese  resolutions 
]ioint  to  wionsrs?  and  tliat  these  wrongs  lutist  lie  ritrhted,  and  that  ppeedily?  They 
declare  that  the  right  of  propert}'  in  slaves  must  be  recognized;  that  the  right  of 
transit  into  free  States  and  Territories  shall  be  admitted  and  protected;  that  the 
right  of  temporary  residence  ^nd  holding  slaves  in  such  States  and  Territories  shall 
also  be  recognized  by  the  Constitutioip,  and  protected;  atid  that  in  all  the  territory 
of  the  United  States  south  of  30°  30',  now  held  and  hereafter  to  be  acquired,  slavery 
ehall  be  acknowledged  and  protected  by  all  departments  of  the  Goverumeut. 

But  what  do  they  go  on  further  and  say  ? 

"5.  li.'ftnlred.  That  should  a  plan  of  adjustment  satisfactory  to  the  South  not  be  aeeeded  toby 
the  recjuisite  number  of  Stales  to  perfect  amendments  to  the  ('onsl!tutif)n  of  the  United  States,  it  is 
the  opinion  of  this  General  Assembly  that  the  slaveholdina;  States  should  adopt  for  themselves  the 
ConstitutioQ  of  the  United  States,  with  such  amendraenis  as  may  be  satisfactory  to  the  slaveholding 
States;  and  that  they  should  invite  into  a  Union  with  them  all  Slates  of  the  North  which  are  willing 
to  abide  such  amended  Constitu.ion  and  frame  of  Government;  severing  .-it  once  all  connections 
with  States  refusing  such  reasonable  guarantees  to  our  future  safety  ;  such  renewed  conditions  of 
Federal  Union  being  first  submitted  for  ratifleatiou  to  conventions  of  all  the  Stales  respectively." 

Not  that  this  plan  of  adjustment  must  be  satisfactoiy  to  one  community;  not  to 
one  State  or  any  number  ot  southern  States ;  not  aloue  to  the  Union  men,  but  to  the 
whole  and  entire  South;  and  unless  these  "just  and  reasonable  guarantees"  are 
given,  they  are  for  disunion,  and  for  forming  a  Union  with  no  people  or  State  that 
will  not  give  them. 

But  what  says  the  Nashville  Banner,  the  home  organ  of  Mr,  Bell,  and  the  leading 
paper  of  my  colleague's  party — if  he  has  a  party — in  the  State?  This  paper,  in  its 
issue  of  the  25th  January,  uses  this  significant  language: 

"  The  resolutions  adopted  by  the  General  Assembly,  published  in  our  paper  a  few  days  since,  de- 
fine the  position  of  Tennessee  satisfactorily,  as  we  believe,  to  the  great  mass  of  the  pe>i>le.  They 
substantially  adopt  the  Crittenden  compromise  as  a  basis  of  ailjustment  of  the  pending  issues  be- 
tween the  North  and  South  ;  and  Tei  nessee  will  say  to  the  people  of  the  North,  not  in  a  spirit  of 
blustering  defiance  and  braggadocio,  but  firmly  and  calmly,  and  with  a  sincere  and  honest  desire 
that  this  adjustment  may  be  accepted — we  demand  nothing  more — we  will  accept  of  not/iing  less.^* 

Here,  sir,  is  what  this  newspaper,  representing  the  most  conservative  element  in 
Tennessee,  says  is  the  unconiprotiiising  position  of  that  State  with  regard  to  these 
resolution.s,  that  "she  demands  nothing  more,  and  will  acce{)t  nothing  less," 

My  colleague  sa2,"s  he  is  for  adjourning  this  question  over  from  this  House  to  the 
people.  Who,  let  me  ask,  have  refused  eveiy  such  ])roposition?  It  is  humiliating 
to  southern  men  to  have  to  say  that  everj'  effort  that  has  been  made  for  the  adjust- 
ment of  these  difHcultiej  has  came  from  southern  members.  How  have  they  been 
treated?  Wliy,  sir,  every  proposition  that  has  been  made  by  the  most  conservative 
men  in  the  House  and  Senate,  by  which  this  question  is  to  be  turned  over  from 
Congress  to  the  people,  has  been  trampled  under  foot,  and  indignantly  spurned,  by 
those  to  whose  defence  my  colleague  has  come.  There  was  a  proposal  made  the 
other  day — the  most  direct  one  I  have  heard  of — to  adjourn  this  (question  over  to 
the  people  ;  that  every  Representative  u})on  this  floor,  of  all  parties,  should  resign 
his  seat,  to  take  effect  on  the  21st  of  February;  that  a  new  election  should  be 
ordered,  to  allow  the  people  to  speak  between  now  and  the  4th  of  March  next.  In 
twenty  days  public  sentiment  might  have  been  expressed  upon  these  questions;  and 


then,  when  tlie  new  Congress  came  in,  we  would  walk  out.     I  never  heard  of  my 
colleague  seizing  upon  this  mode  t)f  adjourning  this  question  over  to  the  people. 

But  is  it  the  manly  part  of  southern  Re^iresentatives  to  stand  here  in  th^^ir  places, 
and  plead  upon  tlieir  bended  knees  as  suppliants  at  the  footstool  of  the  llepublican 
power,  day  by  day?  1,  for  one,  aifi  tired  of  making  these  appeals,  when  the  cliief 
rulers  of  the  party,  President,  premier,  pres-,  and  all,  are  daily  and  hourly  thunder- 
ing in  our  ears  that  they  luive  no  compromises  to  make. 

Mr.  KILGORE.  Will  l!ie  gentleman  permit  me  to  ask  him  a  question?  The 
gentleman  has  given  us  the  I'tiinatum  of  Tennessee,  and  has  complained  continually 
of  the  wrongs  of  the  Ronublican  party  and  of  the  people  of  the  North.  I  would 
ask  the  gentleman  to  specify  those  particular  wrongs,  so  that  we  may  reply  to  the 
charge. 

Mr.  AVERY.  For  forty  years,  sir,  we  have  been  specifying  these  charges,  until, 
finding  that  specifying  does  no  good,  we  have  beaome  tired  of  it.  I  will,  liowevei-, 
satisty  the  gentleman  wilh  some  slight  specifications  presently. 

My  colleague  goes  on  to  enumerate  what  he  calls  the  itenis  in  the  bill  of  indict- 
ment Hgainsf,  the  Republican  party,  and  proceeds,  scriaf/h/i,  to  defend  them  from 
wiiat  he  denominates  false  .charges.  He  firsli  alludes  to  the  persona!  liberty  bills, 
and  assumes  to  speak,  e.r  cathedra,  for  the  Republican  party,  in  saying  that  these 
bills  will  all  be  repealed.  He  asserts  that  these  bills  only  exist  in  such  far  off  States 
as  Vermont,  not  accessible  to  fugitive  slaves.  If  n)y  memory  serves  me  right,  tliey 
have  been  passed  in  every  single  Republican  State  where  there  has  not  been  either 
a  Democratic  Legislature  or  a  Democratic  fJovernor  to  veto  their  passage.  In  tiiis 
ver}'  State  of  Vermont,  their  recent  Legislature  rejected  Ijy  an  overwhelming  ma- 
jority a  propofitiiin  to  repeal  these  laws  Hut  supposing  there  has  been  manifested 
a  disposition,  as  in  the  State  of  Rhode  Island,  to  repeal  them.  Has  it  not  been 
brought  about,  alone,  by  the  firm,  unshaken  and  determined  action  upon  the  part  of 
tliese  southern  States,  "the  kingdom  of  South  Carolina,"  as  the  gentleman  sneer- 
ingly  calls  her,  at  tiie  head? 

Mr.  KILOORE.  I  ask  the  gentleman  whether  there  has  been  a  personal  liberty 
bill  passed  in  a  single  State  since  the  existence  of  the  Republican  party? 

Mr.  AVERY.     I  do  not  know  when  you  date  the  birth  of  the  Republican  party. 

Mr.  KILGORE.     It  commenced  in  1854-55. 

Mr.  AVERY.  There  have  been,  I  presume;  but  it  matters  not  when  they  were 
passed. 

Mr.  KILGORE.     Well,  name  the  States. 

Mr.  AVERY.  I  will  do  that  directly.  I  say  that  where  these  bills  have  not  been 
passed,  it  has  been  where  there  was  a  Demociatic  Legislature,  or  a  Democratic 
Governor  to  veto  them.  My  colleague  says  that  none  were  passed  in  the  north- 
western States.  If  that  is  so,  it  was  for  the  reason  I  have  stated.  He  says  there  is 
no  personal  liberty  bill  in  the  State  of  Ohio.  I  recollect  that  a  Senator  from  Ohio 
(Mr.  Wade)  said,  at  the  last  session  of  Congress,  on  the  floor  of  the  American  Senate, 
that  the  personal  liberty  bill  had  been  stricken  from  the  statute-book  of  Ohio  it  was 
true;  but  that  whenever  the  Republican  party  came  into  power  they  would  be  re- 
enstamped  upon  the  statute-books  of  the  State. 

The  gentleman  asks  if  there  has  been  any  appeal  made  to  repeal  these  bills.  I 
had  the  honor  to  make  a  speech  last  session,  in  which  I  warned  them  upon  these 
very  questions.  At  the  conclusion  of  that  speech,  after  citing  and  arguing  against 
these  very  bills,  I  said: 

"  I  think  I  have  clearly  established  that  the  Eepubliean  party  is  the  only  party  in  the  land  traitor- 
ous to  the  Constitution,  and  CDnsequontly  disloyal  to  the  IJiiion  ;  that  the  foiniders  of  the  Republic 
held  no  jirinciples  such  as  theirs;  that  the  Democratic  party  is  not  aggressive  but  defensive  upon 
the  question  of  southern  lights;  tliat  the  Kepublican  party. alone  is  aggressive;  that  should  this 
party  sueeced,  that  success  would  work  the  inevitable  ovcrtliron-  of  ihe  best  Ooveinmentt-ver  given 
to  man."  "  *  *  *.*.**  »  *  ** 

"■  I  am  for  preservinsr  this,  the  fairest  fabric  of  human  liberty.  I  am  for  upholding  our  institutions 
as  they  came  from  the  hands  of  our  fathers.  I  cherish  them  just  as  they  gave  them  to  us.  Perish 
forever  all  the  bright  memories  of  the  illustrious  i)ast,  if  they  cannot  be  i)reserved  unsullied!  I 
yield  to  no  mortal  man  in  devotion  to  this  Union.  Tennessee,  the  i»roud  State  of  my  nativity,  among 
the  first-born  daughters,  loves  this  Unien  with  deep  devotion.  But.  sir,  wilh  this  devotion  there  is 
mingled  a  sacred  attachment  to  the  Constitution.  Her  rights  in  the  Confederac\,  her  equality,  and 
the  perfect  equality  of  all  her  people,  she  will  guard  wilh  a  Jealous  care."  *  *  *  "1  warn  you, 
then,  you  men  of  the  North — you  who  boast  your  liunker  Hill,  and  other  battle-fields  of  the  Eevolu- 
tion — [  warn  you  to  beware,  to  stop  while  yet  it  is  time,  and  stuy  the  hand  that  is  laid  upon  the  ark 
of  our  covenant." 


Sir,  thov  did  not  stiiv  the  liand  ;  and  the  words  tlicu  spoken  have  proven,  alus, 
but  too  prophetie  ! 

The  next  charge  from  which  my  e(dlea;;ue  undertakes  to  defend  the  Rfepuhlican 
party  is,  that  the  people  of  the  free  States  intend  to  abolish  slaver}'  where  it  exists 
iu  tlie  States.     In  vindication  of  this  charge  he  says: 

"No  political  ii.ntv  tluit  ever  asseiiilileil  in  ooiiveiiti»ii  in  lliis  onimtry  lias  sivon  stronger  cuaran- 
tees  aijuiust  any  desiVe  or  any  pnwer  to  iiucrlViro  with  slavery  in  tlie  Stairs  ol'tliis  Union.  'I'liey  tliil 
more  tlian  ti>is— liiat  wliieli  no  other  political  parly  in  lliis  country  has  ever  done.  ApprclicnOinu; 
tlif  possiliillty  of  invasions  similar  to  ih.il  of  John  Brown,  they  denounce  iu  express  terms  all  such 
rai.ls  '  as  among  tlie  i;ravcsl  of  crimes.'  " 

What  are  some  of  these  guarantees  to  which  my  colleague  alluded?  Are  they 
the  guarantees  indicated  by"  the  preamble  and  resolutions  of  the  gentleman  from 
Oliio  (Mr.  Bl.\ke)  at  the  last  session?     Let  us  see  what  they  are: 

"Whereas  the  chatielizins  of  mankind  and  thp  holdino:  of  persons  .as  property  are  contrary  to  natu- 
ral justice  and  the  fundamental  iirinciplc.>  of  our  political  system,  and  are  notoriously  a  reproach  to 
our  coimlry  throuiihout  the  civilized  world,  and  a  serious  hindrance  lo  the  progress  of  republican 
liberty  amona:  the  nations  of  the  earth  :  Therefore, 

••/it  to/- red.  Thai  the  Committee  on  the  .Iu<li<iary  be,  and  the  same  arc  hereby,  instructed  to  in- 
quire into  ihe  expediency  of  reportin'j;  a  bill  <rjvinar  freedom  to  every  human  beini:;.  and  interdicting 
slavery  wherever  Congress  has  the  conslitutional  power  lo  legislate  on  ihc  subject." 

Pretty  strong  guarantees  these  to  protect  slavery  in  the  States;  sworn  to  by  the 
very  men  who  res[^onded  to  my  colleague!  "  Xo,  no!  we  do  ncrt  mean  to  disturb 
slavery  in  the  States." 

Bat,  sir,  I  have  still  stronger  evidence  of  the  purposes  of  the  Republican  party  to 
protect  slavery  in  the  States,  in  the  District  of  Colutnbia,  <fec.  While  my  colleague 
from  the  first  district  (Mr.  Nelson)  was  addressing  the  House  the  other  day,  he  was 
interrupted  by  the  gentleman  from  Maine,  (Mr.  Morse,)  who  said  that — 

"Mr.  Nelson  had  reail  a  paragraph  from  the  messagre  of  the  Governor  of  Tennessee,  in  which 
it  w;is  cliar^'jd  that  the  Republieau  party  intend  to  abolish  slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  and 
the  slave  trade  between  the  Stales;  but  thai  never,  since  the  organization  ot  the  Republican  party, 
has  any  man,  north  or  louth,  ever  heard  a  Republican  take  any  such  ground.  It  was  ne\  er  seen 
in  any  Republican  platform  or  speech,  and  the  Republican  party  do  not  want  lo  do  any  such  thing." 

Xow,  sir,  I  read  from  a  speech  made  by  Hon.  Mr.  Chase  on  the  11th  of  June,  1845. 
I  believe  that  .Mr.  Chase  is  a  member  of  the  Republican  party.  I  believe  he  is  a 
prospective  member  of  Mr.  Lincoln's  Cabinet.  It  is  so  understood,  at  any  i-ate.  I 
ask  this  House  to  listen  to  what  Mr.  Chase  said  in  this  connection.  On  that  occa- 
sion he  said: 

"We  are,  therefore,  resolutely,  inflexibly,  at  all  limes,  and  under  all  circumstances,  hostile  to  the 
longer  continuance  of  slaveholding  in  our  land.  We  believe  that  its  removal  can  be  etfected  peace- 
fully, constitutionally,  without  real  injury  to  any,  with  the  greatest  benefit  to  all.  We  propose  to 
etfect  this  by  repealing  all  legislation  and  discontinuing  all  action  in  favor  of  slavery  at  home 
and  abroad  ;  by  prohibiting  the  practice  of  slaveholding  in  all  places  of  exclusive  national  jurisdic- 
tion, in  the  District  of  Columbia,  in  .American  vessels  upon  the  seas,  in  forts,  arsenals,  navy  yards; 
by  forbidding  the  employment  of  slaves  upon  any  public  work;  by  adopting  resolutions  in  Congress 
declaring  that  slaveholding  in  all  the  Slates  created  out  of  national  Territories,  U  unconstitutional, 
and  recommending  to  ihe  others  the  immediate  adoption  of  measures  for  its  extinction  within  their 
respective  limits;  and  by  electing  and  appointing  to  public  station,  such  men,  and  only  such  men, 
as  openly  avow  our  principles,  and  will  honestly  carry  out  inir  measures." 

Another  strong  evidence  that  the  Republican  party  will  give  "the  strongest 
guaratitees  to  protect  slavery  iu  the  States."  So  you  will  see  that  the  Governor  of 
Tennessee  was  not  so  very  fai'  wrong  when  he  made  the  declaration  which  was  de- 
nied by  the  gentleman  from  Maine,  and  which  denial  was  accepted  by  my  colleague, 
(Mr.  Xelson. )  I  am  somewhat  astonished  that  my  colleague  did  not  bring  in  the 
famous  book,  called  the  Helper  book,  signed  by  sixty  meniliers  of  this  HouJe 
of  the  Republican  party,  as  another  evidence  of  the  determination  of  ihis  party  to 
protect  slavery  in  the  States,  especially  as  that  beok  gave  such  a  complimentarv 
notice  of  him  in  its  pages.  These  are  some  of  the  evidences  of  the  disposition  of 
this  party  to  protect  slavery  in  the  States,  that  have  called  to  its  defence  the  able 
and  ingenious  counsel  for  the  defendants. 

But,  sir,  my  colleague  goes  on  further  to  defend  that  Jiarty,  because  he  saj-s  the 
charges  made  against  them  concerning  the  execution  of  the  fugitive  slave  law  are 
untrue;  and  he  goes  on  to  say,  in  their  defence,  that  that  law  has  been  faithfully 
executed.  How  has  it  been  faithfulh  executed?  It  is  true,  that  in  many  instances 
the  law  has  been  carried  out,  but  it  has  been  at  the  point  of  the  bayonet,  and  at 
more  cost  to  the  master  than  the  slave  lyas  worth,  ard  in  spite  of  public  sentiment 
at  the  North. 
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For  tlie  nccomiTKidation  of  tlie  tr»^ntleii)au  from  Indiana,  (Mi*.  Kilgore,)  I  will  give 
the  States  lie  calh^il  for  awliilo  ago.  In  Ide  following  .States,  (<lricers  tind  oilizens 
are  |>ro!ii'iitcd  b\'  heavy  penaltv  from  aiding  in  the  extcntioii  of  the  fugitive  slave 
law:  Miiiiie,  Ma?'S!icluiielt.s,  Petin.^yK  ania,  New  York,  Vermont,  Wi.-scoii-^ii!,  New 
Hampshire,  Connecticut,  iMiehigan,  New  Jersey,  and  Jlhode  Ishind.  But  they  .-^ay 
that  llhode  Jsland  lias  recently  repealed  her  [lersonal  liberty  bill. 

Mr.  JUNKfN'.  The  gentleman  from  Tennessee  must  know  that  the  deeision  made 
hv  the  Stiprenie  Court  in  the  case  of  the  Commonwealth  againt't  Prigg,  induced  tiie 
State  of  Pennsylvaniii,  and  many  otlier  States,  to  prohibit  their  oHieers  fi-om  taking 
any  active  part  in  the  rendition  of  fugitive  slaves,  Tliat,  ciise  decided  that  State 
otficer.s  had  no  right  to  engage  in  snch  rendition,  and  these  personal  liberty  bills 
only  carried  out  that  decision — nothing  more. 

Mr.  AVERY.  But  was  not  the  object  of  passing  these  bills  to  prevent,  the  execu- 
tion of  the  fugitive  slave  law,  which  was  passed  in  obedience  to  the  Constitution? 

Mr  JUNKIN.  Why,  sir,  the  decision  I  have  alluded  to  was  made  before  any  fugi- 
tive law  was  passed.  The  Supreme  Court  expressly  decided  that  the  Stale  oineers 
had  nothing  to  do  with  the  rendition  of  fugitive  slaves. 

Mr.   RIGGS.     Will  the  geutl(?inan  from  Tennessee  allow  me  to  correct  him? 

Mi".  AVERY.  I  Uope  I  will  not  be  burdened  with  interruptions.  There  aiwa^'S 
has  been  a  fugitive  slave  law.  These  statutes  have  been  enacted  for  the  purpose  of 
nullifying  both  the  old  law,  which  was  approved  by  Washington,  as  well  as  the  law 
of  1850.  I  only  instanced  theiu  in  reply  to  my  colleague's  argumeut  that  the  Re- 
publican l)arty  had  done  more  in  theii-  platform  to  protect  slavery  in  the  States  than 
any  other  pai-ty.     I  instanced  them  to  show  how  this  determination  was  manifested. 

Mr.  RIGGS.  With  the  permission  of  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee,  I  desire  to 
correct  hiin  in  i  espect  to  New  Jersey  having  a  personal  liberty  bill.  There  is  no 
such  statute  which  has  ever  passed  the  Legislature  of  the  Stat*. 

Mr.  AVERY.  I  was  quoting  from  a  report  of  the  Virginia  Legislature,  made  in 
reference  to  the  Brown  raid  at  Harper's  Ferry,  not  having  had  time  to  hunt  up  the 
laws,  in  which  New  Jersey  is  included  in  the  list.  I  had  net  heard  it  denied,  and 
did  not  know  that  such  laws  do  not  exist  in  ^'ew  Jersey. 

Mr.  RIGGS.     They  do  not. 

Mr.  AVElvY.  Then  of  course  I  am  pleased  to  modify  my  statement  so  far  as 
New  Jersey  is  concerned. 

Now,  sir,  my  colleague  goes  on  to  argue  that  the  charge  is  false  against  the  Re- 
publican party,  that  any  member  of  that  party  seeks  to  establish  the  equality  of 
the  races 

Mr.  KILGORE  rose. 

Mr.  AVERY.  I  cannot  yield  further.  My  time  is  too  rapidly  passing  away. 
My  colleague  (Mr.  Etheiuuge)  next  said  that  the  charge  against  the  Republican 
party  in  regard  to  the  equality  of  the  races  was  false.  Let  us  see  what  Mr.  Lincoln 
says  upon  this  subject,  the  President  elect  of  the  liepublican  party,  authorized  to 
speak,  I  suppose,  for  thein. 

In  a  speech  made  by  Mr.  Lincoln,  on  the  6th  of  May,  1842,  at  Cincinnati,  on  the 
occasion  of  the  presentation  of  a  silver  jiitcher  to  Mr.  Chase,  by  some  free  negroes, 
aa  a  token  of  their  regard,  Mr.  Lincoln  was  present  and  said: 

"In  vfliat  I  have  done  I  cannot  claim  to  have  acted  from  any  peculiar  consideration  of  the  colored 
people  as  a  so[)aratc  and  distinct  class  in  the  conimunily,  but  from  the  simple  conviction  that  all 
the  individuals  of  that  class  are  meniluTS  of  the  coniinuiiit}.  and,  in  virtue  of  tlicir  inaidiood,  en- 
titled to  every  oriijiual  riglit  enjoyed  by  any  oilier  uieniber.  We  feel,  therefore,  that  all  le<;al  dis- 
tinction between  individuals  of  the  same  community,  fouudeil  in  auy  such  circumstances  as  color, 
origin,  and  the  lilce.  are  hostile  to  the  genius  of  our  institutions,  and  incompatible  with  the  true 
history  of  American  liberty.     Slavery  and  oppression  must  cease,  or  American  liberty  must  perish. 

"  In  Massachusetts,  and  in  most,  if  not  ail,  the  New  England  States,  the  colored  man  and  the 
white  are  absolutely  equal  before  the  law. 

'•  In  New  York  liie  colored  man  is  restricted  as  to  the  right  of  suffrage  by  a  property  qualificatioD. 
In  other  respects  the  same  equality  prevails. 

'•  1  embrace,  with  pleasure,  this  opportunity  of  declaring  my  disapprobation  of  that  clause  of 
the  Constitution  which  denies  to  a  portion  of  the  colored  people  the  right  of  suffrage. 

"  True  Democracy  makes  no  inquiry  about  the  color  of  the  skin,  or  place  of  nativity,  or  any  other 
similar  circumstances  of  condition.  I  regard,  therefore,  the  exclusicm  of  the  colored  people  as  a 
body  from  the  elective  franchise  as  incompatible  with  true  Bemocratic  principles." 

What  says  Mr.  Seward,  who  is  to  be  the  head  of  Mr.  Lincoln's  Cabinet?  In  a 
speech  made  in  the  United  States  Senate,  January  30,  1850,  he  uses  the  following 
language: 


» 


"I  am  in  favor  of  llie  eiinality  of  men — of  nil  ini'n,  wlietlior  tliey  ho  born  in  one  land  or  born  in 
another.  I  am  in  liivor  of  receivinj^  the  wliole.  1  acknowledge  Ihem  all  lo  oo[i>linilc  one  ureal 
Icmiilv,  lor  w  horn  it  i»  the  business  of  stulesnien  and  llie  business  of  man  to  lalior  and  to  live." 
•  *  ♦  "  Senators  w^  tlnd  that  lo  the  e.\tent  tliatluiiiuinity  bear.'*  the  semblauee  w  hirli  is  iiojiressed 
njjon  n«  by  tin-  ann  e>r<>iir  Makt'r,  it  is  my  desij;n  ami  my  purpose  to  laiior  and  to  hriiif;  aboul  that 
ei|uality  in  the  lanil  in  which  1  live,  and,  :us  fisr  a»  may  he,  in  all  other  l;inds.  And,  <j;oinfr  upon  this 
broad  [irinciple,  I  have  no  hesiiatioii  in  sa\  inji.  that  there  is  no  distinct  icm  in  my  respect  or  atfeciion 
between  men  of  one  land  and  of  another;  tietwecn  men  of  one  dime  and  n"iiother;  helween  men  of 
cue  race  and  another;  or  between  men  of  one  color  anil  another;  no  distinction  but  whal  is  l)ased, 
not  upon  in.-litutions  ol  government,  not  niion  the  coiiseul  of  society,  but  upon  their  individual 
and  personal  ineril." 

These  are  the  senliraenta  of  the  master  spirits  of  the  Republican  party — their 
President,  their  first  and  their  secoud  Cubiuet  officer;  and  yet  we  are  told  no  such 
seutiiiieiits  belojiij  to  llie  [>ai't\'. 

My  colleague,  in  this  connection,  referred  to  the  past  history  of  Tennessee,  and 
declared  that,  fioin  1796  to  1835,  that  State  lias  sanctioned  and  deliberately  n))- 
proved  the  principle  of  negro  equality;  that  Jackson  iiad  sanctioned  and  approved  it. 

Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  true  that,  in  the  formation  of  the  constitution  of  the  Sta'e  of 
Tennessee,  in  17'J6,  in  defining  what  should  be  the  qualifications  of  voters,-  it  con- 
fined this  qualification  to  "all  free  male  citizens  over  the  age  of  twenty-one  j'eais;" 
but  no  man,  I  presume,  then  ihought  of  negro  equality  or  negro  suffrage.  The 
■word  "  white"  wixs  left  out  in  the  formation  of  this  constitution.  Advantage,  how- 
ever, is  taken  of  this  omission  to  make  the  charge  that  negro  equality  once  was  the 
doctrine  of  the  State.  Sir,  no  man  rhere  ever  thought  of  approving  the  infamous 
doctrine  of  negro  equality.,  I  repudiate  and  spurn  it  as  the  sentiment  of  that  State 
now  or  ever.  Does  any  man  believe  that  Andrew  Jackson  .was  an  advocate  of  ne- 
gro equality?  And  such  a  charge,  too,  to  come  from  a  Representative  from  Ten- 
nessee. It  IS  true,  they  found  that  defect  in  tlie  constitution  of  1796;  but  when,  in 
18-35,  an  opf>ortuiiit\-  was  afforded  for  amendment,  the  word  "  white"  was  instantly 
inserted:  and  from  that  time  it  has  been  provided  that  the  qualification  of  vo- 
ters shall  be  confined  to  all  free  white  male  citizens  over  the  age  of  twenty -one. 

My  colleague  went  on  to  argue  that  every  single,  solitaiy  foot  of  southern  terri- 
tory had  been  acquired  by  noithern  treasure  and  northern  votes;  that  they  had 
willingly — yea,  willingly — yielded  to  the  South  every  demand  that  had  been  made. 
What  are  the  facts  in  regard  to  this  question  of  the  acquisition  of  territory  and  of 
the  admission  of  s-lave  Stales  into  the  Union?  Let  the  record  speak,  it  shows  that 
every  foot  of  slave  territory  has  been  acquired  with  the  aid  of  a  few  northern  Dem- 
ocrats, who  have  stood  by  us  ever  in  the  hour  of  our  peril,  but  against  the  great 
majority  of  northern  votes.  It  shows  that  every  slave  State  that  has  ever  been  ad- 
mitted into  the  Union  has  been  admitted  against  the  great  majority  of  northern 
votes,  against  the  efforts  of  the  Re[)ublican  party  now  in  power,  who  assume  to 
take  possession  of  purse  and  sword,  and  administer  this  Government.  Mv  colleague 
saj's  that  the  South  got  the  Missouri  compromise,  and  they  repealed  it.  How  did 
they  get  the  Missouri  compromise?  Wlij-,  sir,  it  was  taken  as  a  poor  boon  to  tlie 
South  to  prevenr  the  North  from  saying  that  Missouri  should  only  be  admitted  with 
slavery  forever  e.>:cliubd  troia  her  territory,  against  the  will  of  that  people,  as  ex 
pressed  in  theii  constitution  ;  and  when  they  refused  faithfully  even  to  cany-  out 
that,  it  was  repealed.  The  record  shows  that  after  the  Missouri  compromise  was 
adof)ted,  the  very  next  .session,  wlien  she  presented  bei-self  with  a  slave  constitution 
at  the  door  of  Congress  for  admission,  sixty-one  northern  Representatives  in  tliis 
House  voted  for  the  repeal  of  that  compromise,  and  for  a  proviso  declaring  that  no 
slave  should  exist  within  the  limits  of  the  State  of  Missouri. 

And  so  it  has  been  with  regard  to  every  slave  State — Florida,  Arkansas,  and 
Texas.  My  colleague  says  that  we  are  indebted  to  northern  Representatives  for  t!ie 
acquisition  of  all  these  Territories,  and  he  refers  particularly  to  the  Territory  of 
Louisiana.  Does  he  not  know  that  the  greatest  portion  of  that  territory,  slave  ter- 
ritory as  it  all  was  when  we  acquired  it,  is  to-da\-  free,  and  in  the  hands  of  the  Re- 
publicans?— this  party  planted  upon  the  declaration,  too,  that  not  another  foot  of 
slave  territory  we  shall  ever  have  ;  upon  the  declaration  that,  in  defiance  of  the 
Supreme  Court,  we  cannot  carry  our  property  in  this  eommon  territory;  with  a 
President  who  declared  in  a  speech  at  Chicago,  July  10,  1858  : 

"  If  I  Were  in  Congre-ss,  and  a  vote  should  come  up  on  a  question  whether  slavery  shotild  be  pro- 
liibiled  in  a  new  Territory,  in  spite  of  the  Dred  Scott  decisoii,  I  would  vole  that  it  should." 

Sir,  I  was  asked  just  now  to  specify  some  of  the  charges  against  the  Republican 
party.  Allow  me  to  make  some  slight  specification  by  substituting  a  short  extract 
from  a  most  elotjuent  and  powerful  speecli  of  a  southern  Senator  the  other  day  in 
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parting  forever  from  that  onoe  august  body.     la  speaking  of  this  fanatical  spirit  of 
tlje  North,  which  is  the  very  brealh  of  this  Republican  partj-,  he  said: 

"  It  dtnied  ua  Christian  communion,  because  it  could  not  endure  what  it0(yles  the  moral  leprosy 
of  »luveholdina;  it  refused  us  permission  to  sojourn,  or  even  to  pass  throufjh  the  Js'orlh,  with  our 
I>ro]H!rty  ;  it  elaimecl  freedom  for  tlui  slave  if  brought  by  his  master  into  a  nortliern  State  ;  it  viola- 
ted the  Constitution  and  treaties  and  laws  of  Congress,  because  designed  to  protect  that  property; 
it  refused  us  any  share  of  lands  acquireil  mainly  by  our  diplomacy  and  blood  and  treasure;  it  re- 
fused our  priiperty  any  shelter  or  security  beneath  the  flag  of  the  common  Government;  it  robbed 
us  of  our  property,  and  refused  to  restore  it ;  it  refused  to  deliver  criminals  against  our  laws,  who 
(led  lo  tlie  North  with  our  i)roperty  or  our  bUiod  upon  their  lian<ls;  it  threatened  us,  by  solemn 
legislative  acts,  with  ignominious  punishment  if  we  pursued  our  property  into  a  northern  btate; 
it  murdered  southern  men  when  seeking  the  recovery  of  their  properly  on  northern  soil  ;  it  invaded 
the  borders  of  southern  States,  jtoisoned  their  wells,  burnt  their  dwellings,  and  murdered  their  peo- 
Jjle;  it  denounced  us  by  deliberate  res'dvcs  of  ]iopular  meetings,  of  party  convenlions,  and  of  religi- 
ous and  even  legislative  assemblies,  as  habitual  violators  of  (lie  laws  of  God  and  the  rights  of  hu- 
manity ;  it  exerted  all  the  moral  and  physical  agencies  that  human  ingenuity  can  devise  or  diaboli- 
cal malice  can  employ  to  lieap  odinni  iind  infamy  upon  us,  and  to  make  us  a  by-word  of  hissing  and 
of  scorn  ihroughoul  the  civilued  world." 

The  gentleman  says,  "  with  sword  in  one  hand  and  torch  in  the  other,  he  will 
go  home  and  tiglit  disunion."  The  question  of  Union  or  disunion  is  not  now  for  Ten-- 
iicssee  to  settle.  Six  States,  making  a  mighty  empire,  stretching  from  the  Atlantic 
to  the  Mississippi,  are  already  out  of  the  Union;  before  another  week  to  be  follow- 
ed by  one  more,  with  a  domain  almost  as  large  as  all  the  rest.  Tiie  only  question 
which  will  be  left  for  Tennessee  is,  will  she  join  these,  her  southern  glorious  sisters, 
or  will  she  link  her  foi-tunes  with  the  Republican  North? 

What  does  the  gentleman  mean  by  his  torch  and  sword,  and  following  the  flag  of 
his  country  wherever  it  floats?  Does  he  mean,  air,  if  that  flag  floated  over  hostile 
armies  marching  into  the  borders  of  Tennessee  to  subjugate  the  people  of  that  or  a 
sister  State,  that  he  would  be  found  fighting  under  it?  Sir,  if  this  be  his  meaning, 
let  me  point  him  to  the  following  resolutions,  passed  almost  unanimously  by  his 
own  State: 

"  Resolved  by  the.  General  ABsembly  of  the  State  of  Tennessee,  That  this  General  Assembly  has 
heard  with  profound  regret  of  the  resolutions  recently  adopted  by  the  State  of  New  Tork,  tendering 
men  and  money  to  the  I*resident  of  the  United  States,  to  be  used  in  coercing  certain  sovereign 
States  of  the  South  into  obedience  to  the  Federal  Government. 

"  liefiolred,  That  this  General  Assembly  receives  the  action  of  the  Legislature  of  New  Tork  as 
the  indication  of  a  purpose  upon  the  part  of  the  people  of  that  State  to  further  complicate  existing 
difiiculties,  by  forcing  the  people  of  the  South  to  the  extremity  of  submission  or  resistance;  and  so 
regarding  it,  the  Governor  of  the  State  of  Tennessee  is  hereby  requested  to  inform  the  Executive 
of  the  State  of  New  York,  that  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  General  Assembly  that  whenever  the  author- 
ities of  that  State  shall  send  armed  forces  to  the  South  for  the  ])urpose  imUualed  in  said  resolutions, 
the  people  of  Tennes-see,  uniting  with  their  brethren  of  the  South,  will,  as  one  man,  resist  such  inva- 
sion of  the  soil  of  the  South  at  all  hazards,  and  to  the  last  extremity." 

This,  sir,  is  the  spontaneous  and  patriotic  voice  of  the  proud  freemen  of  Tennessee. 
Let  me  tell  the  gentleman,  too,  that  the  author  of  these  resolutions  is  his  own  con- 
stituent, and  a  member  of  his  own  party.  Can  it  be  possible  that,  should  the  flag 
of  his  country  be  prostituted  to  the  base  and  despotic  purpose  of  subjugating  sov- 
ereign States,  he  would  still  be  there?  That  under  it  he  would  lift  a  fratricidal  hand 
with  "torch  and  sword?"  My  first  and  highest  allegiance  is  to  my  State ;  and  I 
pledge  now,  that  when  this  ensanguined  war  shall  come,  (which  may  God  in  His 
providence  avert!)  the  brave  men  of  Tennessee  will  rally  to  the  standard  of  their 
State,  and  resist  unto  the  death  any  invasion  of  the  soil  of  the  South,  it  matters  not 
under  whatsoever  banner  the  invading  foe  may  come. 
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